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THRGAZFITEOF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 




2. arft ft ar^^K jRwft vfr ^lairn^r an <aaw £. 2004 ft 

fftahra ft arts JTftar ft ftsa> wrfta jftafan ft=r % fiaftSrrT gar sit 3 jft 

a^ran am cftar wit ft ^ht^h ?iawf aft ft anfftsr % 1 as amftn t 
fft aanaff' ^lartaijft m€f aft -ftfilft ftfc fftftaf ^ ^5 anfta^Wiwi 

nft v\& ft fftftffta a* for tot «ff 1 ’ 

3. aift ft atyHK % *18 ’Jcllf, 2008 aft cfta? WIT 3 3TOft 

Wft fl^ft, fasft TRWft ’ft anffteT t. aft WTT ft 21 3ft? 22 aj5TT^ aft 

wifftrs wft 3ft? fo#n *ffanRa<* ft foam nwra ft fft^ anam wti ft 
forc* fth nfftr an %r wft foar w r 


4. arfaan ft tsfertor tftn-ftfor an %r fttft fon aar t> 

"arca ft'amfoi umaa-ft sr. aafttea ffts grer ftar foaT am sreyra, 
ft "as wit ftftriftaa ft ami foam auay n^ft ft", 21 afk 22 
^pn|, 2008 aft afft wn ft naf ft ftv foai ananr 1 arars, cfta? wit 
ft ffaramr ar^jarfftfft ftwftn an ft wfT nawf ft apjftar % ft ft wrr 
ft wrfftra afa jiwin eft anam aft 1 

(ft. fofta^mft 
^2T wftaas 
ftarm^ ft*rfta aar 

ftft WTT ft wft ft3)TOjaT WWft ft feTCT ” 

5 . arft an as aft ft ft ftra* wrr ft jramaft gra ftai ftt* wj jRam ft 
fftfttr ft a^ft ft aana, aawff ft 'at€f for ftfc fftftar' an fta ^saftaa 
anft |a nwra ft rar ft anam ftar 3 ^ ?ar aw. awff sr^ft ft % 
2(1) (is) ft arftn as ?fft wtt an w?w aft wft ft ft? ftfft ft wn ft wtt 
as ft arft ft sreaftf ft ftft fnr aft w aft ftar t 1 3?a:, wftft arcs ft 
ftform aft awff arg^ft ft ftar 2(1) (13) ft wrtft ft wftn nrwft aft fftfftn 
ft ftm waiar aft 1 1 
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[ipi _ pb i JwtMun _ _ __ 

6. ' ww>^t flrifr A *nRwn $ 919 99 $ 9ft$g 5$t'59n$9 85S9 5ft 

fti^ awn 955 $ 5ft$ ^oft 5ft 5ftfa5 5? 58 ftftr 9751 9ns$ $ 

9»ft$ fa$9 ao ^snft 2008 5$ afor an$ f$j 55 ai$55 55 $ 9W ■ 
9 ft 55 <wn$ 1 $ atfjft $ft ftfti $ %i $t ijw sft; twt $ %ro$, 
ftt9$ waft $ 99519 95$ $ 9$$ 5$ 59f5i 55f $ ftftftft aflr 

5W w ft a i lVfl $ 79 5*faf ($9i$ 591 $«|»j 99151 ? 9* *$5i§‘4 jrtaftfft 

99l5R$a^5$5Wl#99 ?Sai$lft>9l fc I 

7. HWff % 8 8PW9. 2008 5$ afflft Hl$$4> 3H5%9i 5$ 559$ ftl9$ 

vi’sM 3W lift ^ flWflW 58 <rf ftlT Pi* 1 ftf 5T Pfel $q<*i WllfiR! 

59 $ $51 9951 99$ Jllftq9!l wfift 5RT 91$ ft*5I 9195>91 $.3%. 8$919 

515$ $ Wlftfta 59 g9 51 99# U l ftfrW 1$ 3lft9 ftlft WfeigW $91 

5$$ 1$$9 91$ 5® f$5T 951 51 I 59$ 313151, ^dl»{4* 58 5$ f$51 95t 

1$ 5? T%5 flw4l 5$ «Rq 9W $ 91$ afr? <M$m f$8J 91$ 91 5$ft *1^9' 
9ft $ $1.58 ftf 5lft9l $ 5 $ ftl 5$ tii*fl<n 559$ $ 1(8^. .,|P1 mj . 

95$9 $ 9 ft 59$ 99$5 $ 5>$ 9«9 % I 

8 . Hc5$( $ 3l^'tti'i I 5lftl91 $ P4 h $ q>fira ^1 $ 91$ f$55 91$ $ 51$ 

$ ^9 $ 9ft 981 59 $ afa 5? 1$ 5lft9T $ 58 H558J5 ft 9ft % f$ 51$ 

$1 59 g®I 9$99 l$^5d 1$5t 551 51 aft? 59 9ft ftatFTCRl 9l€f 5t9 *J©1 
9$99 $ 55 $ 5?I$ 9?$ $ ft? Jllft$9 f$5I 551 *5, 55 f$ 5lftw 99 

U T ft9K $ 51$ $ *g9 $ I$I9$ ®9 9$ ^35 9$99 $ 59 $ f$353 f$9 1 

9 . JWfft$ 55 ft 9$ fc*t t f$ 99 ft«1919 98jgff $ 9ffr W WW $ . 

1$9f 5\ $ 9$ 5 $ $91 5$ $ fcPJ 5581 551 51 aflx 5 ft 9$ ft^.^5 
($515515; 58%9^5ft aft959^?lft$^51$$ft95 95 99$atq$ 
95rf$91f 55 5$5 f$51 51 $ 9$ ftajI9?9 519 9$ f$$9 5ft f$5I 55T 51 
aft? ^ ftl ^88 55 59 ftclftd 9575 $ 89ft 1 ? 9$ f$H 9T$ f$9 91$ 58 
5$£ 9R°F 5ft 5591 51 I 




_ the GAZETTEOPINDla : EXTHAQRDlNfARY fp A h T »— for. 3f ii)] 

to. f?T 5^5 SRWft ^ Tjrtt 5m %7 «TTff ftjlj 5fl% ^ WW 77 

TO % J7?5 fifFT 5PT157 # >Hr 18 ipnt 5^ JTTOff 5#T %T ifr 

suffer ftsij ^ ^ ff 7N*f|fcta 5?r -^teirctj'Si srt sifter fftmT 557 t 
5i 55 frnfr ftp? to sif $ ajfe 5? ?ft % f%5 ^ asfSEr cfr? 57 (jpffer 
VII^ TO 5>l^ JPTFT % I 

11 . 5T^t SRT 5157 ’fe'f 5<f 557 4 55 55T5T 557 & f%7 5^ fltiq *f 
^feTRTTT 7T(T^l5 TOT tfr %I7 amfef iff TR^ITO 715 517T 
Rlftm f^>qi 557 *77 I 


ftgRH-W, ftTflTO 515 ff TgolTW fi»57 557. 3 PlHIjdN 3^73 #:- 


"A. 5=3^7 55 
SFW flWJ 
(wW 'GT*n) 

5(ft5557 arts H^rr 
TORT, MlHI TT^Tlftflf, 
7^15 55 5# 


*17# 

5IRlft5, 
offa? 55T, 

^rffecft I 


23 , ^p? F 

011-23795092 

W. *t a-2-220/1 10 / 1 / 3 , 3m* 

M *fc 14, ^FflRT f^Et frHMK I 
^ 040-23555798,23556669 

fcrre* is 2008 


cl^lHl TTftffir 3ft ^!^RT 4ft It, ^*TTS *fa*T 

srcw, rm^fer (anf/tft.-ss) *ft eta* wn $ "gw wteiw" iimH ’rorr ^ i 


ERRT^ 


*Rift3 P 


E/“ 

(^K^eRm) 








12 * wft % aw*ift 3* fetf t ft * sftfti * te^jsnt 


2008 HtfWff *fel 3Prt TOWS ^ TOI ^ idMfftw 1^. 

jito? ^ ^ 4-ftMta-tiftrvrft? ftti^^ftiaft^^ft 


^ 3IR TOrftfift ^5T ftfl % 4? TO ifr ^jTO ^ TO 

. :: ;;; rVfV' ^ '■■ 

Sllft^d ft^T «IT 3ft d^ttix fftl* vftt ft^H ipii Wl 33Bn$^ 

ftmrcr 6 3 toA ^ topht # ft ^irtt ^r ^ 3n? ^ ftnro to tot 8ft 


torR aft ^ ^rtrof to % f^pra ft*u toi w, ftnft ftift is 
gait 2008 ^ 4Kn&u 4 Tresn a&ta ftrai to ti 


18. JRB*ff ifr 7 a fty 9T# BBtf a$g]4) ( 1S|# ^srt TTTC^ WH| 
TOT f*Pm .TO TO t) ^ arih TO? *il9» TO wm (nHifaji $ 
TOR 97 fa&n) ftani 1986 $ foPI 7(3) # WlW 99 3^RH 7Bf^B- 

957=9 aiffri, ^ aTR $ arit % tobt ft? ftniw 31 ano# ★ 9 ?W 

TO VtftTOB ^ 99 $ a?R 3 awfe 22 “p9$ 2008 9& firtflW JRSR 97 
i# 979R[ 9T*ft % 2 3PRB 2008 9& Jpfjf Jj 

TOfifejiflteBiwaijiraBfllHir fci 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PahtII— Scc> 3 fiDl 


14. fWTTOf jR^sff ^ to* sAttor^ rfer fen«r> vnft grcr to^st fe? 

TO tor $ 3 sir ferf irtoA % to fW £ fte tot£ feeft 

%cf TO ^TOT TO* ttttilW 22 2008 45> 1639 W^T TO %/TT 

TOT Sff TO JTOSft 5ftw TOT 4 TOJ: 10.30 3v>T ^ TORR TOTOT % *T? 
TOT £ TOf?RT TOT «IT I 

15. * 22 felTO 2008 93188 gRT gifer fe? TO TOR $ TOT 

aft? aifiiRiw toi? gifer fen # fWf toi% aro^r to 8 3>r ^itort £ aft? 

HeTOff 4)1 fef^T TOft # fef 3Ha|=fT 4& t 1 

16. TORrof it ai)*M4 ' 4 t aft? ctcrf s l s ft to8 i> q friTO ftrof gft mwi 4??ft 
TOT feRTCTO 3TOTO JRsff # 7TTO ft fttajST UT^TST TO feSH TO^T TORT 
fell? TOft ftg 3T%?T JTTO Tjft :j£ | 

17. to! TOr.fer eft Pis fer Rift to Tiro ft; w41 to to> ^ fftr fer 
4 #jiw gra is ^td. 2008 4ft to®p 8 ?ft fe# aft ?ft aft? it gft to 

Rift ferr TOT SJT 3ft? i«ftill*T ft TOTO TOTOUT 23-6-43, TOcfftjTT TOfe 
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fmii-greKu)] 

&MaK ftla afcar firar mu «n j Drift % was wf&aftftiifft mftw fiwlw is 
RrcWa 2006 # ft# aft aft iriiftmar ftfaaftaf ftaftw tftsftr Dm ft ftt 
Sftiftft ScD*ff aft ftJafW 19.07.2006 ft * ft ft* aft ftb 2 * W7T <H<TOf T 
I.OOaftDftftt^SftftaftaaW&Riawft ft^aTO |* 


18 . artft ft 30 2006 aft aa> afta a* an ssftw ftsai ft aft 4#rt 

an ft $Rtarc fan w« aotlftw ft&ta ftiarnnr tift 

’18.07.08 ftr tj 307 9 ft#nre if/ft if. ftNt ijflft ft«4>, ft.ft. 23-6-43, 

ftfte; #q qftn < 19107.08 aft 11.00 aft ara w&sr ftat «( i* 

ifcn# ft asSra spp araiftftf aft ftwar wr ft*!## 

fqftiaaiafftfta fftiftftifenift saar aft ©naft aiftf aft swat ^a ftfis# 
fftnsfft ft### ggftft ftft ft ’# feitaftr aoiftft Iftaa aa^ aft aiaft 
ftr aft# amar aft Asm anr ftaftfftjafttoftm^^ 

I aatft arfftfiffct, jRa*ff iift as aiftft# anr% {Pmaafftftft waft w afti 
#a>ia aif $) ft> asftf an aw# aat ftanAs wflifti ft ft yfwfter aww 
aW (aita a^eft) ft Awiar am & 23-0-431/1 ancfrjar mftt; ftaarea 
wafft tfthna asPra an ft nana no 23 - e - 43 *. naftga mfte; 





s 


THE GAZETTE OF ENDIA i EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part IT—SEC,3fh11 


aw jftsr ^ wit *jfti ■to? ft ftr& 5R?Taff % smi wit 

^ % ?WR ftRTT tl ERF ftWRIS WJ fccfolPT 5RT %T (TP$ftl 

fttur'sinr ftsgna»ftftRT^ftf gait i twpR * ft55ft lift w ft=ift» ie 
^ait 2008 £ epSkt %cftm arfl?r ftr? suft i; wiv ft gftft wra ww 

is. niftt^arjEirr 22 mfoETTO^ 

*ftft ^tt 5T?ft?T fttar ft; Ttoaift? SRwff ^ ?raftcr ircr &ftbTT*r ?& aft, ft? 
3>!<fai!*l w wi ft, ft wfat tru ft aft? ft? iis<ft ^t>t ft, ft? 

to 21 ?3?nt, 20Q8 ^ ftwfl % vii'Q wn ®f[ aft? irtwft RjT'ti 

TO 22 'JETTft 2008 ^ 16.39 W WRI TITO ftnjT W S(T <TO HH-fo l 
jwh ft^f §rt ftw ftnj prow to wit ft wft sfr aft? narsff wn 

ft wrf^RT «n ftrcr et®t wunfi grei irftft gnuftr ^ qft nft ft i oto, jre*iftf 
TO T8f=n ft aft? TO ?ft 'tifft’T'i H5?ft ft % <IRSlftcJ, FTOH ft* TOft WRF 
opflam BT7T f%? flft JPTfft ft*T ft divert ^ftf ft»?fT WIT *JT I 




SRi ftsftiP « 20tw wftra m # iriAR Asm TOf' *i» affc'^R 

■^b■ ■ j rJ ^ O J "- ■ 1^ 

tsaisre 'R ftwra fins # tsft fa intft W Jra|& r TO i&mra 
w V ^PW TO? tp? e I EHWT n tTTO^ gfiwT axT qfl«ra w « wxi 
USl *rrh n* ^n $ Ann t wg fwfi 
fftmwM*$ warWf w«t ftmii*ft rr sifar, ArcAns^rasuRp? 
4, qft g sn u R Wr& Wi *> fcR nmn t’ aiiAi iiRnW *r 

fta? ■*? vtsm ftra$ 4 sw(f Ht ajrc ^f'lfws? wft 

«n alta sit tfrtr nw iHfiWRWF % fow* 4 BRnff $ *4tf?i wfaror % 4a 
sflurttf qd?>nf%TO% qsiaifara! ^ K •” 


zi. aAwr igft qwff £ to 2{i)(a) 4 ? W #yif' b Wi&rffit 


3pt ^ ?wrt ftr* ^ ra^fo rr q?r Akppt 3* fKW t wit 
aafifr qr w ft w fr ^t grcr $*r APm ntft^sf fl^ar ^ 4 air si& 
ftaft ffar qt fllwf 1 iewt 4 t ^War % A*rt 

^Rir $iit wAsianfr^tni tfm i 


4141GI/O0—2 







W _ __ TUE GAZETTBOP1HDIA :l-XTRAra>niNAiW __ IP/rifill :y ; ^ f,i 

22. 3777 ;, sn 3331 f ft? 337 7 E 7 T ^ ftf^ 3 «jt^ 

SRlT 337737 337 STi 37*737 ^repftfcRj 337 gT 3 3 ?R ^ 57 lfe|K 7 fifRift . 

SRI f^TT vH$ ft? 3 I 337 31 I 

23. 5773$^ ftgm d<$ri gRJ 3? ^7R3R ET^ ft37 TT^TT I ft? ^i] 3?l# 

w$3 3 $ t ft? 37^t 3* g?i3 3^ggs f^i swr ftg33 ft>3T 337 an, 3? ft? 
?=B37V 377^ WPJ »1$[ % ft? 3^r=ftftW5 33 ^ 3Rft 3?t 3^3! tfe 33 3 

ft? 3 T 37 #7 37^1 §73 71 ? ftj^f 3 R% <f> f«T? Tpff J 7373 3 ^f ft?J 77 337 

sir ft? TRTisff gpftoi ftnn to 3 i^f! *f $* 

3I53T7 3% tfft3I3 # 33?ft 375^7 3> ^7 2(1) (^) ^ gTTT 3Pj%3 3>ft 

ft $3 Sflff 3 $ ft ?37 337 37 3 ft? SlfagST 3 TTfo >l 7 ft??? 3 fft 3 P 3 t l 

24 , 3 ft SR 3 *ff ?R> 357 ft ?37 37137 t 3 t « 733 ?T?f §73 TfSTTJ 3 ? 

3 R 3 ft^ft ^ 37 ft 3 T 7 ft? 1 T # 31 ^R?T ft:?Efts 33 Tf^ 5 J ^1 W^ft 1 ?77 
J 73 > 7 ^ ^ SfRjaff (£ §3 33 ^ 37^377 3 ??ft 33 JTTTTTTr 3 R 7 T 7 | ft? 3 Tift f %7 (fc 
ftf &33 ftn? 7 ft feg 353 % $ 3*337 f%q sft ftft$?R 7 37 ?fto %? 

TSTT^ 377 fl'dltfT'Md* 77373 # 373337 7571 I 

25, ^TT7c7 ^ 3ft3H 3& 37rft 37g*J<ft 3> fa 2{l)(7f) *7 3W # ft? 377^ 

337ft3lft?7 "37T WuT=fMtT3> 337 fijTTqn 3? 77373 ^ 37337 «ff 

sro ?77 ftfsra siftfm ftnn 331 %'§77? 377 $ ft?3i tstph aT^iHra ti 

3? 3t3 ft?37 3777 % 37^t gTTf H3tJ77 ft?3T 337 373^7 4t 




mum ii 

TJ?T 15 2006 TO ^ W *lddl % ft? Tlrft aft 

J ^ei*M flPiRi ^T' aft a£ft ^ cfto iWT *f *J®T ^> W;)h 

3 ftgqg ft?*n TO SIT afa ft? ^T*t wftfcRS TO m ifci sJ5^« | 

ftlflifc SRT ^ ft?SI 'jfFTI M&iJ $ I WKT - ^ % ^1 

6Rrar - wr jrcg?? ft>*ii tot % ft? *rt ftrrow TO* 

W^t^RT TOft tft ftg% TONft aflf % iTOftft* 

nr^V ift 5 ® ^ w *f tofiSrtf w % ftyra f^i to hwIT srt 

TO£ ftftrc ^ ftt^T ^ JT5R? TOt ftnn 

to ^ i 

26. s*i<i ^iciiqi, ftft TO ^ vftt TO? f%*I ft dl*fleT ft?? «lft ^T TO3 It. 
TOft $^T ^JcT TO 3?T ft ffti< TOf "W WPT % ft? fft<I 18 ^|<u^ 2008 

ft t*faro sro 'Wrai ^fto cfpftci ftror to an mto to? £*uw ^ TOfter 

ftflf Tift ^??TOCT 5^T TOT TO ftqi<4 TOf % ft? ictl WH T#id TO TO TOl 

TO «P ftraft JGTOlf TO TO£ ftftl TOf % I 5R? U lfi fofRft 1RT TO TO 
nv ft ftpnt ftrcrftt to ftft toto ^ ft *prcnr TOtsft’ w# 

"i 1 ! ft *ht ’W ft^r to % l^r snifter flj'i ^ti*i TO Rhb ft (!ks 

3RPTT TO£ TOTOf ^ fTOn TO t l 21 ^eTT& 2006 TO ftft TO £<-ftiUH ft 

itTOct flTO to% ft TO ft toS *nft ^Rr TO fTO? to to*TO^ % ^ fTO 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDIN A RY 


[PahtII—SEC.« iiH 


ft fe gg oftft glftg ft feftt $ GfRRT W 22 

2000 gft 16.39 gft fegT Wl gift ft gTgft ft gftf fean 

ft % HWlftf glgftftglg ftt ^ arafir ft ftng WgT 3 afi | 3RT;, JRgftf 
gft gggm ft ggft gs jjjgr gftf fan i 

27. nwrsff ft ftgfl % g? ft nft fen ft fe ww nwiaff Rfflr ft ft 
wnRfera ft cwi feftt ft ft fttap ft, ftt ftwr fttft nnwn *rft aengr gan ft fe 
wft ftgg gferc ft ftfcrc aragr ggft feftt ft arrara g? srfft™ wr ft ?ft 

oiftlrt g^ft g>T gft gft fegj ggi I gift gRI ftgj fttft q<rci«i 

gft fen ggr ft fe ftw ^ftft sgra feg> ggi an i 

28. ftfeflg gft ggft ft ftg 2 (l)(w) aft % $F$m, Rfer 

WTft ^ ftt Wfftl ft gft ft HHftg T3Wd1 ^JTgTWg ft gWlfam 1993 gWft 

412 ft fearer ft?fisg ggnr «nftR§ am wwr ft gmft ft gsfegft ft) t fe 

jJW 'SHqtJ ft feft gufftfep gW gRF idflift fetfl WgWT gft Rgai fen WlgT 
WTfefl 

29. am: aragiwn ft ftftg ft g? nwr warn ft fe ^fe gft fftftn w ft 

JRgft ftt aft? ft W3|gf anil *n fe ggT gift gft ftftfet W'jpftfijW gW STW 

feftgg mfept fegr ggi an aragT gft afar nan fftftai wggr %r {gg nnft 
fe gft Hcgftf gft aiftld fegj w an) ?iwft)fftg> gw ft ggggg nifftwr? 
ft airntg wrft fegT ggi *n l 



so. 3 ro ft> as$r attar ftm toit % am* ja to# $ aata i# ft? to 
'( rtd*t» ^ tot * Prgasr ftsn toit to. ar#t * ft 5 #® is g$n$. 2006 ift 

v i 

t &> aa tot Itai t, ftira# <&HRyu tata a* aft? Frcft 

PijjRlJ w w tiniv t a ftf (jci ?#l aft? ^ 1 top# ^ 

Wttlfftf 3W® Jllft^vf IWI TOf3H 3WTO RwSI ■vi'H'SfS^ TOT TJRT 

>■. 

a r ffrjg i )«fe»i# sra to$ ftnn to topto 11 *r ?it tot tot % to top toist 
ft anrar ? toT$ *ai tow s^pi fl>ro toit % ft? an# 41 fit#? ^*n? f?Rft 
TOroftfaro topw f*fta ft fow mft?v aft# aiffer ft aft 1 ? 3 a 
it, ai#t gw ten am a* arf ft> tWftrr Pita fts# wflfiiw tot amm 
ft>4t totoM^to aro 5Ri Hifiya uiffiti fil'd TO^t flfcm am m, fftR* aftt ftt 
mm ft 1 

f 

31. *IP^r aft TOft uRftlffcK TOTT * 4 Npt fts? TO? TOlftmT 

fftftroff aft sro ft maft §i? ( ft# tot fttt> mm# % am* tor f**ft fftfagror 
fMSI $ (tPftcT aft top# 4 > ftm 2(1)® aft 

anawmm % «pjw fftwrofta amm ??g*r m?^ tort mrffta ft>m ft 1 

32. hws# aft 3 ft?fta?TO»’#ftmi'TmftftTmftt srt ftmftr?m ?^tt 
< 1 * 11^1 'iH'ai aft atrossr jpipt ^ awn * a <ft t^wt film ^iit aife? aft? a 
# ft a? ftaara farm mi mmm ft aftflft? tow# ftamiag an trto# ft fftta 

fftjTO TO I ft# TOI ft SSflft ft a? ?I#J TO# Iftm ft ft* aft?H TOW* * TOTO 
?!*# 115a JIW, f*ra TO fftfta fcITO TOTO ft, TOTO # atftaR a» ftm 2(l)TO 







14__ __ THF-GAZET TKOF 1W1A ;UXTRAf »tmKAKT__ 

arg^rR Waft fsft. i> ft?i? anft 4ft gsaRn afa igar ft ftftSra ^ 
fftrft ^trcJ TRTErmarf 4ft ft?i 4??4> $ fft^ ft?4T «it ?rj?ctt ftM<t>) 
ft444*^ 4ft ^ntftw 4Rft m mm # fftnn *rat 11 

33 . jr^aff ¥t aft? ft 4F fftftg? %m # ft? arrft ft wgs $■ 4ft 
wf%4 4Rft ^ ^wraraftt q? fftft? ^ ft>ai an ; a^n # aft? ^ a«t $> 

ft HRTsft ft 1998 ( 3 ) 4 fr< fl ft} 319 4 WlftRi eRftt ^ ft^£f <?4 3RF 

qqw aftpprrg ?kht aan 1999 (7) <n# 435 ft jur^r? gmr? *rcf 
to arcm xp? 3Rf ■$ qraftt ft 4Hftt4 ^ araa , ijra fft? q? 

fftafoft m Tf?RT ftrai £1 

34 . ?w jf^R ^ aajf aft? asn fftfir gft gl% ft ftft ftwr 

fw ift ujm t fft? sr<4*lt % 4 ^ W anft %m gi aft *rr?er 4> aftgn 
4ft 4^ arg^ ^ 2 (i)(*g) 4ft 4ftft ft amn 

36. ■ '5 4f4 fl ?H?r 4ft ana ft ^gft ftft 4141 t ft? 4rft\ 4 lft m 

ft ftq q? (Tsft 4ft 4Rft ft tfM q£f f?n t aft? 47ftran a at<fl ^ a 4ft 
anftt 1 1 


^ ftw'l '• "ftmiKi -gzftf 

23 200S 3}B?ei, '^*37 X'fTT" 


[U 46/25/2008/ift] 
ftt. ^t. ?f. a^p4Rr, wrafag 
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. ? LOK SABHA. SECRETARIAT. 

' NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 27th October, 2008 

S,Q. 2532(E).— The following decision dated 23rd October, 2008 of the 
Speaker, Lok Sabha given under the Tenth Schedule to the Constitution of 
India ishereby notified:— ! ' 

"lit the matter of: 

B + Vinod Kumar, (M.P.), Chief Whip, 13E; Ferozshah Road, New Delhi-110001. 

—Petitioner 


Versus 

Shri Ale Nareruka, Member of Parliament, Lok Sabha 

Delhi Address : CI/6,LodhiGaiden,NewI>elhi-110001. 

Permanent Address : 23-6-431/1, Gowlipura Market, Hyderabad, 

Andhra Pradesh 

! —Respondent 

ORDER 

L This is an application filed byShri B . Vinod Kumar, describing himself 
as the Chief Whip of Telangana Rashtra Samiti (hereinafter referred to as TRS) 
in Lok Sabha against the respondent Shri Ale Narendra, MP, Lok Sabha, 
praying for the disqualification of the respondent from being and continuing 
as a Member of the present Lok Sabha, under the Tenth Schedule of the 
Constitution of India. 


2. According to the petitioner, the respondent, belonging to 
TRS, was elected from Medak Parliamentary Constituency of 
Andhra Pradesh in the elections held in May 2004 and that his 
name is entered in the list of TRS Members of Lok Sabha. It has 
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been alleged that the respondent had been working “against the 
interest of TRS Party policies and decisions. Therefore, he was 
suspended from the party.” 

3. According to the petitioner, TRS on “July 18,2008 issued a 
three-line whip to all its Members in Lok Sabha, including the 
respondent, to be present in the House on 21 and 22 July and vote 
against the Motion of Confidence in the Union Council of 

Ministers”. 


4. The three-line whip mentioned in the petition is set out 
below:- 

“The motion given by Dr. Manmohan Singh, Hon’ble 
Prime Minister of India that “This House expresses its 
confidence in the Council of Ministers” will come up 
on 21 st and 22 nd July, 2008 for discussion in the Lok 
Sabha. All members of Telangana Rashtra Samithy 
Parliamentary Party in Lok Sabha are, therefore, 
requested to remain in the House and vote against the 
motion. 

(B. Vinod Kumar) 

Chief Whip 
TRS Parliamentary Party 

To all Members of TRS, Lok Sabha” 
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5. It is the contention of the petitioner that' instead of voting 
against the motion moved by the Prime Minister in Lok Sabha, the 
respondeat voted in favour of the motion in gross viokttion of the 
‘‘party whip and direction” and, as such, under paragraph 2(lXb) of 
the Tenth Schedule, he has incurred disqualification ifbr being a 
Member of the Lok Sabha and that the party had nott condoned 
such action of the respondent Therefore, he has prayed for 
disqualification of the respondent under the provisions of 
paragraph 2(l)(b) of the Tenth Schedule of the Constitution of 
India. 

6. Initially, the petitioner did not tile any documents or annex 
copies of the same on which he wanted to rely, along with the 
petition but along with a further application dated 30 July, 2008, he 
disclosed certain documents, namely, a dopy of the three-line whip, 
records of Lok Sabha indicating how Members had voted, some 
alleged records ofDTDC courier and of the postal authorities and a 
translation of a news item from a Telugu newspaper “Eenadu,” 

7. The respondent filed his Preliminary Objections on 8 

I- 

August, 2008 contending, infer alia, that a whip or direction can be 
only by the leader of the political party or his authorized 


•mtawjs—3 
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person and that in the present case, there was no such direction 
issued either by the political party or any one under its authority. It 
was further strongly contended that there was no proof of the due 
issue and service of the same on the respondent and that the 
petition did not mention at all about the manner of service of the 
whip nor was there any evidence in support of the same. 

8. According to the respondent, the petition does not even 
allege issuance of any whip, that there is no averment also in the 
petition as to when the petitioner was appointed the Chief Whip 
and when he was authorized to act as the Chief Whip by the TRS 
Party, that the petition was silent about the authority which 
appointed him as the Chief Whip. 

9. The respondent has further contended that when the TRS 
Members had earlier resigned, he was not asked to do so nor was 
he given any direction, that during the Presidential and Vice- 
Presidential elections when he had exercised franchise, there was 
no direction by the TRS and that as he was a suspended Member, 
there was no reason for the issuance of a whip. 

10. The respondent has thus specifically raised the question about the 
petitioner’s competence to issue a whip, about his having been 
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authorized by,jhe political party, TRS, about the service q( the whip 
dated 18 July on the respondent or at all and that there was no proof 
whatsoever of the alleged service. 


' ..-si. 

11. In the rejoinder filed by the petitioner, the petitioner has stated 
that he was appointed the Chief Whip by the Leader of the TRS 
Parliamentary Party in the Parliament, namely Shri K. Chandrasekhar 
Raa 

The letter of appointment, subsequently disclosed, reads as 
under;- 

“IC Chandrasekhar 23, Tughlak Hoad, New Delhi 

Member of Parliament Phono: 01U23795Q92 

(Lok Sabha) 


Karimnagar, A.P. H. No. ^2-220/HCVl/3,Nandroagar 

President, Tdangana Rasbtra Samithi, Road No. 14, Banjara Hills, 

Former Union Labour Minister Hyderabad. - 

Phones: 040-23555798,23556669 

' r 

Date: 1S" 1 July, 2008 
To 

The Secretary General, 

LokSdbha, 

Parliament House, 

New Delhi 


On behalf of Telangana Rashtra Samithi Parliamentary Party, I hereby 
appoint Mr. B, Vinod Kumar, Member Of Parliament, Hanamkonda (1038) as 
“CMef Whip" in Lok SabtoL 


Thanking you 


Yours sincerely, 
Sd/- 

(K. CHANDRASEKHAR RAO)’’ 
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12. In his rejoinder, the petitioner has contended further that the 
TRS on 18 July, 2008, issued a three-line whip to its Members in 
the Lok Sabha including the respondent to be present in the House 
and vote against the Motion of Confidence and that the leader of 
the TRS political party had authorized the petitioner as the Chief 
Whip of the party and accordingly, the whip was issued. However, 
the petitioner in paragraph 6 of his rejoinder has stated that the 
petitioner was appointed as the Chief Whip by and on behalf of the 
TRS Legislature Party, as the document dated 15 July, 2008 clearly 
indicates. 

13. In reply to the contentions of the respondent that the 
petitioner should prove compliance with the provisions of rule 7(3) 
of the Members of Lok Sabha (Disqualification on Grounds of 
Defection) Rules, 1985, framed under the Tenth Schedule 
(hereinafter referred to as the said Rules), the petitioner has stated 
in his rejoinder that the procedure contained in rule 7(3)(b) of the 
said Rules has been complied with by the petitioner on 2 August, 
2008 in reply to a letter of the Lok Sabha Secretariat dated 31 July, 
2008, that is after the voting on the Confidence Motion on 22 July, 
2008. 


[«TTll-g«C3(ifl] 
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14. The respondent thereafter filed a further reply dealing with 
the rejoinder filed by the petitioner in which the respondent has 
admitted that only one telegram was delivered at his. headquarters 
at Delhi at 1639 hours on 22 July, 2008 when die respondent-was 
present in the Lok Sabha from 10.30 ajn. .till die adjournment of 
the House after the voting was over. 

15. The petitioner on 22 September, 2008, has filed an additional 
rejoinder to die reply filed by the respondent, wherein he has 
reiterated his contentions and has prayed for the disqualification of 
the respondent 

16. In view of the pleadings and the respective contentions of the 
parties, several questions relating to the interpretation of the Rules 
as well as disputed questions of fact arise for consideration in 
dealing with the present petition. 

17. As far as the service of the whip is concerned, the contention 
of the petitioner is that die whip was issued by a telegram on 18 
July, 2008 addressed to the respondent at his Delhi address as well 
as to his address at Hyderabad, which is mentioned in the telegram 
as House No. 23-6-43, Gowlipura Market, Hyderabad, Andhra 
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Pradesh. The petitioner has relied on two letters both dated 19 
September, 2008 allegedly from the postal authorities in which it 
has been mentioned that the telegram allegedly addressed to the 
respondent “at his Delhi address was delivered at 1300 hours by 
TMO no. 2 dated 19.07.2008”. 

18. The petitioner has further referred to a letter dated 30 July, 
2008 allegedly issued by the Department of Telecommunications 
in which it has been recorded that “the telegram, AR9 of ] 8.07.08 
A/T Ale Narendra, MP Medak, H. No. 23-6-43, Gowlipura 
Market, Hyderabad was delivered on 19.07.08 at 1100 hours.” The 
respondent has strongly disputed the correctness of the alleged 
postal documents contending, inter alia , that no attempt has been 
made by the petitioner to prove the contents thereof by calling the 
writers of the letters or the persons who may have delivered the 
telegrams, since the alleged service has been strongly disputed. 
Further, it has been contended by the respondent (to which there is 
no denial) that the permanent address of the respondent as will 
appear from the cause-title mentioned in the petition itself is 23-6- 
431/1, Gowlipura Market, Hyderabad, while the telegram has been 
alleged to have been sent to House No. 23-6-43, Gowlipura 
Market, Hyderabad, Andhra Pradesh, which admittedly is not the 
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address of the respondent. Thus, the service, if at ail, of the whip 
by the.telegram sent to Hyderabad has not at all been proved. 
There is no independent evidence whatsoever regarding the service 
of the alleged telegram dated 18 July, 2008 at,the Delhi address of 
die respondent 

19. Regarding die telegram which was allegedly saved, 
according to the petitioner on 22 July, it appears, as-fees been 
shown by the respondent’s lawyer from the copy of the telegram 
itself, which is part of the proceedings, that as stated before, was 
issued on 21 July, 2008 from New Delhi and was received at die 
respondent’s residence at 1639 hours on 22 July, 2008, when the 
discussion on the Motion moved by the Hon'hle Prime -Minister 
was, in fact, going on in the House and the respondent was present 
inside the House, which fact has not been disputed by the 
petitioner, Thus, the respondent states, which I accept, that there 
was ho effective service of die whip by the said telegram before 
the actual voting. 

20. The petitioner has also referred to a copy of the whip having 
been allegedly served by courier DTDC on 19 July, 2008 and has 
relied on a signature, which appears against the name of the 
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respondent, in one of the documents produced by the petitioner. 
The respondent has strongly denied the correctness of the 
purported documents allegedly issued by the courier concerned but 
in spite thereof, the petitioner has not taken any step to prove the 
documents or the records of the courier company either by calling 
the person, who had served it or otherwise making any attempt to 
prove the purported signature on the document, which incidentally 
has been strongly denied on behalf of the respondent and also does 
not tally with the admitted signature of the respondent in the 
records of Lok Sabha Secretariat. 

21. Paragraph 2(1 )(b) of the Tenth Schedule of the Constitution 
provides that if a Member of the House votes or abstains from 
voting in such House “contrary to any direction issued by the 
political party to which he belongs or by any person or authority 
authorized by it in this behalf', he will be liable to be disqualified. 

22. The question, therefore, arises whether any direction was 
issued by the political party to which the respondent was said to 
belong or by any person authorized by the political party on its 
behalf. 


[WUI— 
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23. IF has been strongly contended by the learned lawyer of the 
respondent that there is no evidence as to how the petitioner was 


appointed the'Chief Whip, that there was no evidence that the 
pohtic&l patty had appointed the petitioner as the Chief Whip and 
that no. attempt had been made by the. petitioner to establish that 
the whip was served on the respondent In the- circumstances, 
according to the respondent, no direction whatsoever was issued to 

t 

him an required by paragraph 2(1 )(b) of die Tenth Schedule of die 

1 

Constitution and the petition was liable to jjecejected. , 


24. If thecedtention of the respondent is accepted, then it will no 
doubt result in the dismissal of the petition without considering any 
other issues raised by the parties. Thus, I propose to deal with the 
contention of the respondent that the petitioner has failed to prove 
the due isaae of the whip or to provide satisfactory proof of the 
JaWftd service thereof. , 


25, Paragraph 2(l)(b) of die Tenth Schedule of the Constitution 

of India provides that the direction as cofctenvlated therein is 

.1 ■■ 

required to be issued “by die political; party to which a Member 
belongs orby any person or authority authorized by it in this 
'behalf?, a is to be noted that the document which has been 
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produced by the petitioner, namely, a letter from Shri K. 
Chandrasekhar Rao dated 15 July, 2008, clearly shows that the 
petitioner was appointed as the Chief Whip in Lok Sabha on behalf 
of “Telangana Rastra Samithi Parliamentary Party” and that it 
does not at all mention the political party, which is required to 
issue the direction. No evidence has also been produced before 
me - orally or otherwise - that there was any appointment of the 
petitioner by the political party to which he belonged. 
Significantly, although a specific challenge was made by the 
respondent to the alleged appointment of the petitioner as Chief 
Whip by the political party, no attempt was made to prove the 
same. 

26. Further, regarding the service of the whip, in my opinion, the 
petitioner has not been able to establish satisfactorily that there was 
service of the whip either by telegram dated 18 July, 2008 or 
otherwise So far as the service at Hyderabad is concerned, it is not 
disputed that the telegram was sent to a wrong address with which 
the respondent has no connection. Except a letter from the postal 
authorities, the admissibility of which has been strongly denied by 
the respondent in the absence of any proof, no attempt has been 
made otherwise to prove the service. Regarding the service of the 

.-4 
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telegram sent <a 2l Jnty, 2008, it is proved from the (document 
• 1 produced by thepetitioner himself that it was delivered at? 1639 
"hows; on 22j*fy‘, 2008 at his Delhi resMteace at Todhi Garden. It is 
e&t disputed h^rlhe petitioner that the. r e sponden t wa$>m the House 
'(taring the whole period of the debate. Therefore, the respondent 
did not receive it before the voting. 

27. It has been further contended by the leamedtawyer bf the 
respondent that when the respondent was present inside the Hbuse 
and was in Delhi, no reason has been suggested why nor attempt 
was made to serve the respondent personally either* within the 
Parliament premises or at his Delhi residence. As a matter of feet, 
no statement was made by the petitioner that any Such attempt* had 
been made. 


Regardin g the authority to issue the directions, as per the 
provisions of paragraph 2(1 )(b) of the Tenth Schedule to the 

1 '3 ■ ■ . ij i : 1 

Constitution, it has been observed by the Hon’ble Supreme Court 
in the case of Kihota Hollohan vs. Zachilhu & others reported in 
ADR. 1993 SC 412 that the provision contemplates that the direction 
id to be given by the political partyvto amemher belonging to it. 
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29. The question therefore arises for determination, as it was 
specifically raised on behalf of the respondent, whether the 
petitioner was duly authorised by the political party concerned or 
not and whether the direction or whip (assuming it was served on 
the respondent) was issued under the due authority of the political 
party. 

30. As mentioned before, in support of his contentions that he 
was appointed as the Chief Whip, the petitioner has referred to a 
letter dated 15 July, 2008, which shows appointment on behalf of 
TRS Parliamentary Party and not the political party. The 
provisions of the Tenth Schedule are veiy clear on this point as 
under Paragraph 2(1 )(b) a direction can be issued only by a 
political party or by any person or authorised by that political 
party. Neither the letter indicates nor any evidence has been 
produced that the petitioner Shri Vinod Kumar was a person duly 
authorised by the political party in this behalf and in the 
circumstance, the contention made by the petitioner that the 
direction concerned was issued by the political party or by person 
authorised by the political party has not been established. 

31. Taking all the circumstances of the case and the submissions 
made during the hearing as above into account, I am of the opinion 
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that the respondent has been able to adduce credible evidence to 
disprove the due service of any lawful direction on him' in 
accordance with toe requirement of Paragraph 2(1 )b of toe Tenth 

Schedule of the Constitution. 

' . ■' it ... \t ■ 

32. It has also been contended on behalf of toe respoitdent. that 
some newspapers which have been produced by toe petitioner 
should not and cannpt be relied upon in the absence of the strict 
proof of the same, as the contents thereof were disputed by toe 

• respondent h is, in my view, rightly contended by top.resppndeot 
that toe main question of fact to be decided in the present case 
being toe factum and validity of toe service of the whip on the 
respondent tp accordance with the Paragraph 2(1 Xb) of toe 

■ * ■ k; 

Constitution of the India, toe same cannot be proved only by 
production' of newspapers; toe contents whereof have not been 
even attempted to be proved. 

33. It is submitted on behalf of toe respondent that no reliance 
can be placed oh newspapers to prove the main issue in the matter, 
and in support of toe said contention, the respondent relied on the 
judgements of toe Hon’ble Supreme Court in the cases of Laxmi 
Raj Shetty ; and another Vs State of Tamil Nadu reported in 1998 
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(3) SCC 319 and In Ravindra Kumar Sharma Vs State of Assam and 
others reported in 1999(7) SCC 435. 

34. Thus, in the facts and circumstances of the case and in law, I 
do not find that the respondent has done any such act which comes 
within the purview of Paragraph 2(l)(b) of the Tenth Schedule to the 
Constitution of India. 

35. Taking into account all the circumstances aforesaid, I find 
that the petitioner has not been able to establish the contentions made 
in the petition and the same stands rejected. 


Sd/- 

SOMNATH CHATTERJEE 
SPEAKER, LOK SAB HA” 

NEW DELHI; 

Dated the 23 October, 2008 


New Delhi: SOMNATH CHATTERJE E 

Dated the 23rd October, 2008 SPEAKER, LOK SABHA” 


[No. 46/25/2008/T | 
P. D. T. ACHARY, Secy .-General 


Prated by (he friivL. of India Pre«, l^m!; Ma>ilpliri. Delhi-1J HCNil 

and Pnhlishcd by the Controller uf Full 11 cations. |Vlhi-l t(hj>4. 





